
STOP 



Early Journal Content on JSTOR, Free to Anyone in the World 

This article is one of nearly 500,000 scholarly works digitized and made freely available to everyone in 
the world by JSTOR. 

Known as the Early Journal Content, this set of works include research articles, news, letters, and other 
writings published in more than 200 of the oldest leading academic journals. The works date from the 
mid-seventeenth to the early twentieth centuries. 

We encourage people to read and share the Early Journal Content openly and to tell others that this 
resource exists. People may post this content online or redistribute in any way for non-commercial 
purposes. 

Read more about Early Journal Content at http://about.jstor.org/participate-jstor/individuals/early- 
journal-content . 



JSTOR is a digital library of academic journals, books, and primary source objects. JSTOR helps people 
discover, use, and build upon a wide range of content through a powerful research and teaching 
platform, and preserves this content for future generations. JSTOR is part of ITHAKA, a not-for-profit 
organization that also includes Ithaka S+R and Portico. For more information about JSTOR, please 
contact support@jstor.org. 



1917. ] DIGEST OF RECENT VIRGINIA DECISIONS. 519 

JONES" ADM'RS v. COLEMAN. 

June 14, 1917. 
[92 S. E. 910.] 

1. Executors and Administrators (§ 221 (9)*) — Claims against Es- 
tates — Evidence. — In an action against an estate based upon a mu- 
tilated promissory note alleged to have been executed by deceased, 
evidence held insufficient to sustain the burden resting upon plain- 
tiff under Code 1904, § 2841a, par. 123, providing that a cancellation 
made unintentionally or under a mistake or without the authority 
of the holder is inoperative, but, where an instrument or any signa- 
ture thereon appears to have been canceled, the burden of proof 
lies on the party who alleges that the cancellation was made unin- 
tentionally or under a mistake or without authority. 

[Ed. Note. — For other cases, see Executors and Administrators, 
Cent. Dig. §§ 903^, 1874, 1876.* 2 Va.-W. Va. Enc. Dig. 495', 5 Va.- 
W. Va. Enc. Dig. 600.] 

2. Bills and Notes (§ 491*) — Actions — Presumptions. — Under Code 
1904, § 2841a, par. 123, providing that a cancellation made uninten- 
tionally or under a mistake or without authority of the holder is in- 
operative, but where an instrument or any signature thereon appears 
to have been canceled the burden of proof lies upon the party who 
alleges that the cancellation was made unintentionally or under a 
mistake or without authority, where it appeared that a note sued 
upon in an action against the maker's estate was mutilated by burn- 
ing, the presumption was that the burning was intentional and done 
for the purpose of canceling the instrument. 

[Ed. Note. — For other cases, see Bills and Notes, Cent. Dig. §§ 
1643-1648.* 2 Va.-W. Va. Enc. Dig. 493.1 

Error to Circuit Court, Brunswick County. 

Action by Kate D. Coleman against W. R. Jones and another, 
administrators of Reps Jones, deceased. Judgment for plain- 
tiff, and defendants bring error. Reversed and remanded. 

Buford & Peterson, of Lawrenceville, and W . R. Jones, of 
Blackstone, for plaintiffs in error. 

B. A. Lezvis, of Lawrenceville, for defendant in error. 



GRAVATT v. LANE. 
June 14, 1917. 
[92 S. E. 912.] 
1. Boundaries (§ 3 (9)*) — Construction — Rule. — Tn construing a 

♦For other cases see same topic and KEY-NUMBER in all Key- 
Numbered Digests and Indexes. 



